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Dear Dane, 

what Ttt rlTl^Tl^ 13 MMthlnK * JUSt °“ e aMrMS - 1,11 

aUeuUM X£1t to toa^e“ i U sUll J^JL^t^b^vT'.S? ** r " elTe "* 

fact, maoa u they back out or the'r To ^ both the FBI and U on this, in 

AEA ar.d BJ lawyers In the' ao'rai^. % toSftroM’«oti™ 1 f < '' r t‘ !i f “ 4 “ lth the 
to. To no. it is - hold tight - none than 1 

° ff •* *«■’** ** 

end on .hat I have nit received; 8tm ha8!,Ull « ° n “to earlier pages 

I gav. one to to Whitten to pressure then. It sp-esred in the colam this past Tuesday. 
Tomorrow I 11 see how they read it. It was not attributed. 

appea uTZTj^tZ. *“ SW “ e2 ° « « —I U Semersett. I've 

.hat ^h^»^up»se^”toJLTrtth 1 bott' 1 Pe S *^'f l0 ' lo,rens, - Per en Jininet field day 
b.s. about Oswald. I unLsata^Lit fo^rwhil! 55 ^^ 6 * '"iJ* 9 ** 0 811(1 noH with al * the 
she'd be able to show she Win tteir ottoS? tSLT?^ foment. So 

atory la n.g. I caught her on W MornW Anerf^ 1 ^ ^ J?*** But the rfest of her 
Daily Ne« a . I aleolaw Sturgis with Rothhflt^T 1 ^^ * ead tne or± « tn «l one in the HI 
a good lawyer, is a bad reporter All the th-T ° n Sa ^® 8how 8 *** earlier. R, who is 
about Oswald in Mexico it did not ignore" It hfd tn Ttt the CoEmis3ion ignored 

cations, evasions and omissions. ItX^stiLte 15 TT 8 ° i* * th ea - ,livo - 
trom the CIA what it had. investigate that, but very badly, not even getting 


Best to you all, with and without tails. 


